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Current Topics. 


The New Judge-Advocate-General, 


Mr. Tuomas Miivany, K.C., M.P., has been eg Judge- 
Advocate-General, an office which the late Lord Sr. Huxrmr, as 
Sir Francis Jzunz, for many years united with the Presidency 
of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. Mr. Mrivarn 
. ee — of the County Palatine of Durham, and Recorder 
of Bradford. 


The Motor-car Commission. 


A Commission, consisting of Viscount Szxsy (chairman), the 
Marquis of Wrxcnester, Sir Davin , Sir Witt 
Bower Forwoop, chairman of quarter sessions of the county 
of Lancaster, Mr. Epwarp Ricnarp Hewry, 0.V.O., O.S.1,, 
Commissioner of Police of the M is, Mr. Witu1am Jonn 
Morez, 0.B., and Mr. Horace Czcr Mowro, ©.B., one of the 
Assistant Secretaries of the Local Government Board, has been 
appointed to inquire and report on the question of motor- 
cars. The points to be considered are: (1) The working of 
the Motor-car Acts, 1896 and 1903, and of the regulations 
under them; (2) the law and practice in relation to motor- 
cars in the principal. foreign countries; (3) what amendments, 
if any, should be made in the Motor-car Acts and the regula- 
tions under them; (4) the injury to the roads alleged to 
be caused by motor-cars; and (5) whether any, and, if so, 
what, additional charges should be —— in respect of 
motor-cars, and how any money thus raised should be applied. 
The commissioners are ordered to report ‘‘ with as little delay as 
possible,” so that it may be hoped that by next year Parliament 
will be in a position to new legislation for the purpose of 
ae” the public and reconciling the various interests at 
stake. 


Lord Alverstone as an Athlete. 


WE HAVE received a copy of the current number of Baily’s 
Magazine of Sports and Pastimes. As a rule we fear that we 
have not much in common with our contemporary, but this 
month’s issue contains an excellent portrait of the Lord Chief 
Justice with an article upon his career as an athlete. It is 

leasant to find that you devotion to games and athletics 

as been the prelude to such a career as that of Lord ALVERSTONE. 
He started in 1861 by winning the hurdles and the mile at the 
first sports held at his school—Charterhouse—and at Cambridge 
he took a gee part in founding the Cambridge University 
Athletic Club, and assisted in 1864 in organizing the first Inter- 
University Sports, the meeting being held at Oxford. In 1865 he 
won the two miles, the mile, and the half-mile in the Cambridge 
Sports, and against Oxford he was successful in the two miles 
and the one mile races, winning both events on the same 
day. The writer of the article reminds us further that Lord 
AtverstonE kept up his cricket until the end of the last 
century, and he also refers to the services he has been able by 
tactful management to render both to the Surrey Club and at 
Lord’s. We have pleasure in indorsing the wish with which 
he article concludes, that ‘‘the same staying powers which won 
rd Atverstone his first laurels upon the running path may 
continue to be his for many a year to come, whether he happens 
to be presiding in the realms of cricket, athletics, or juris- 
prudence.” 


Divisional Courts in Vacation. 


Ir nas been stated by a contempo that Mr. Justice Bray 
and Mr. Justice A. T. Lawns cated 6 precedent by sitting 
together as a Divisional Court last week. We believe, however, 
that Divisional Courts were not unknown in the early days of 
the Vacation Court. The rules required, and still require, 
that two judges of the High Court shall be selected at the 
commencement of each Long Vacation for the hearing in London 
and Middlesex during vacation of all such applications as may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard (R. 8. O., ord. 63, r. 


11). The following rule provides that the judges may sit either 
separately or as a Divisional Court as occasion shall'require, and 


may hear and dispose of all causes, matters, and other business to 
45 








740 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 






Sept, 9, 1905. 








whichever division the same may be assigned. Under this rule it 
became possible for the two judges to divide the vacation, and 
only to sit together when a Divisional Court was required. In the 
years immediately following the Judicature Act vacation busi- 
ness promised to assume substantial proportions ; but this was 
not the judicial view of what was desirable, and in 1879 
Srernen, J., when sitting as vacation judge, issued a notice 
emphasizing the fact that urgency was essential to justify a 
suitor in invoking the aid of the Vacation Court, and threatening 
to dismies unnecessary applications with costs. This very 
effectually choked off business, and the Vacation Court has of 
late years not suffered from pressure of work, 


Insurable Interest. 


A vecision of considerable interest with respect to claims on 
marine insurance policies has been given by Watron, J., in 
Moran Galloway § Co. v. Uszielli (1905, 2 K. B. 555). The 
—, who were the agents in the United Kingdom of a 
oreign ship, had effected a voyage insurance on disbursements 
to cover the indebtedness of the shipowners to them for advances 
to meet the ship’s expenses. The policy was against total and 
constructive total loss of the ship only, and the plaintiffs 
were also secured by a lien on freight. The ship reached her 
port of destination in the United Kingdom, but she had 
suffered severe damage from perils of the seas and became 
a constructive total loss. The plaintiffs received the 
freight under their lien, and their debt was correspondingly 
reduced, but there remained a balance due, and this 
they sought to recover on the disbursement policy. The 
defendants alleged, however, that they had no insurable 
interest in the ship, and had consequently no right to sue. It 
was assumed that the disbursements were for necessaries, and if 
a claim in respect of necessaries gave a maritime lien there 
would of course have been an insurable interest. The loss of 
the ship would have deprived the plaintiffs of their security, and 
this would be a risk against which they would be entitled to pro- 
tect themselves by insurance. Ordinarily, however, the supply of 
necessaries to a ship gives under ourlaw no maritime lien. But 
the Admiralty Court Act, 1840, confers upon the Admiralty Court 
jurisdiction to enforce claims for necessaries supplied to foreign 
ships, and, inasmuch as the court in the exercise of its juris- 
diction can arrest the ship, it was at first supposed that the effect 
was to give a maritime lien for necessaries supplied to a foreign 
ship: The Ella A. Clarke (Br. & L. 32); see The Two Ellens 
(L. R. 4 P. ©. 161). But this view was overruled by The 
Heinrich Bjorn (10 P. D. 44) upon the ground that a maritime 
lien arises immediately upon the occurrence of the event 
which creates it, whereas the remedy given by the Act 
of 1840 takes effect only upon the arrest of the ship and 
not upon the*supply of the necessaries; and this decision 
of the Court of Appeal was affirmed by the House of Lords. 
But although the — remedy given by the Act of 1840 
does not go the length of creating a maritime lien, it 
substantially improves the position of the person entitled 
to exercise it. He is no longer left to his personal remedy 
against the shipowner, but upon the return of the ship 
to this country he can arrest her and so compel the owners to 
give security for his debt—that is, by paying money into court 
or giving bail so as to obtain the release of the ship. This 
gives him a very tangible interest in the safe return of the ship, 
and accordingly Watton, J., held that the interest was one 
which he could validly cover by insurance. “To hold,” he 
said, ‘that there was no insurable interest would be to impose 
an unnecessary fetter upon business which seems to me to be 
very ordinary and reasonable business, in no way tainted by the 
vice of wagering or gaming.” 


The Arguments in ‘‘ Woodall v. Clifton.’’ 


We wave already noticed (ante, pp. 547, 592) the some 
difficult character of the jolquent of the Court of pri 
Woodall vy. Clifton (ante, p. 550) with respect to the effect of an 
option to purchase contained in a lease. The full report of the 
case is now available (1905, 2 Ch. 257), and while this seems to 
add nothing to the judgment as already reported, it contains a 
full statement of the arguments, and the course which these took 
may help to explain the form of the judgment. The plaintiff as 





lessee was attempting to enforce against assigns of the lessor an 
option of purchase in a lease which was not limited so as to 
avoid the rule against perpetuities. Treated as creating 
an immediate equitable interest in the land, it was 
within the principle of London and South-Western Railway 
Co. v. Gomm (20 Ch. D. 562), and was void for remoteness, 
Before WanraincTon, J., the plaintiffs tried to escape from thig 
result by arguing that the covenant ran with the land, and was 
therefore on the same footing as a covenant to renew, which it 
is settled is not obnoxious to the perpetuities rule. But 
Warrincron, J., did not accede to the argument. Assumi 
that the covenant ran with the land, this did not take it out of 
the rule. ‘ Supposing,” he said, ‘it does run with the land, I 
confess I do not see how that fact takes it out of the mischief 
that it infringes the rule against perpetuities.” In the Court 
of Appeal the plaintiff seems to have attempted to avoid the rule 
against perpetuities by arguing that the option did not create 
any interest in the land. It operated only by way of con- 
tract, and there was no contract until the option had been 
exercised. ‘It is admitted,” said the plaintiff’s counsel, “ that 
the plaintiff would have no cause of action against the defendants 
but for the fact that the covenant runs with the land and thus 
creates privity of contract with the defendants ; but the covenant 
does not bind the land or create any interest in it.”” And it was 
further argued that since it was a mere personal covenant, not 
creating any interest in the land, it was not obnoxious to the rule 
against perpetuities. 


To THIs argument the readiest reply was that the covenant did 
not run with the land, and if so the plaintiff had by his own 
admission no case. This accordingly was the point first taken by 
the defendants’ counsel, and as the Court of Appeal agreed with 
it, it naturally formed the basis of their decision. ‘‘ Unless,” it 
was said in the judgment, ‘‘ the covenant or proviso giving the 
option of purchase can be said to run with the land by virtue of 
the provisions of the statute, then the plaintiff must fail.” The 
statute referred to is 32 Hen. 8, c. 34, which gives the same 
remedy against assignees of the reversion as against the 
original lessor upon covenants contained in the lease. 
But it has been held that these covenants must touch 
or concern the thing demised; the statute does not 
extend to collateral covenants ; and the Court of Appeal have now 
held that the covenant must be one which is incident to the 
relation of landlord and tenant, and an option of purchase is not 
of this nature. “It is in reality not a covenant concerning the 
tenancy or its terms. Properly regarded it cannot in our opinion 
be said to directly affect or concern the land, regarded as the 
subject-matter of the lease, any more than a covenant with the 
tenant for the sale of the reversion to a stranger to the lease 
could do so.” This, of course, put an end to the plain 
tiffs case. He did not claim any interest in the 
land, except so far as he could sue the defendants as 
parties directly liable on the covenant. It was unnecessary 
to deal with the further point raised by the defendants’ counsel, 
that the option did create an interest in the land, but that im 
respect of this interest it was bad as being a violation of the 
rule against perpetuities. This, as already pointed out, is the 
doctrine of Gomm’s case (supra), and the judgment of the Court 
of Appeal does not appear to dispute the validity of the option 
as against assigns, provided it is properly limited. Indeed, the 
opening passage of the judgment affirms it. ‘A contract in 8 
lease might be good, without regard to the provisions of the 
statute of Henry VIII., as binding the land in the hands 
of the heirs or assigns, provided it did not infringe the 
law as to perpetuities.” This must be because the 
contract creates an equitable interest in the land which 
is good as against assigns with notice, only it must be properly 
limited. In Woodall v. Clifton it was not properly limited, and 
the plaintiffs—erroneously, it is submitted—disclaimed any such 
interest. They were driven to allege that the option itself 
ran with the land, and here they failed. But had they 
succeeded it would still have been a question whether this saved 
it from being open to objection as a perpetuity. WARRINGTON, 
J., held that it would not. The Gourt of Appeal did not 
expressly decide this question, though the judgment seems # 
imply that, in that case, the option would have been saved just 
like a covenant to renew. 
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eee anaes of Docking Expenses in Collision 
ases. 

Ir 1s natural that a tortfeasor should wish to reduce as much 
as possible the damages for which he is liable, but the attempt 
todo this by taking advantage of an earlier and independent 
tort failed in The Haversham Grange (53 W. R. 675). There The 
Maureen was coming up the Thames when Zhe Caravellas came 
jnto collision with her, which necessitated her going into dry 
dock for repairs. Before she was put in dock The Haversham 
Grange collided with her and did further damage, though not 
nearly so great as that caused by the first collision. When the 
ship was in dry dock both sets of damage were repaired at the 
same time, and the time the ship was in dock was not increased 
by the second damage. Subsequently the owners of the 
injured ship, in recovering damages against The Haversham 
Grange, claimed to include a proper proportion of the docking 
expenses. The defendants objected that at the time of their 
tort the ship was already a damaged ship, bound to go into dry 
dock, and that their tort had not increased this expense. The 
registrar, in his report, and GorELt Barnags, P., took this view, 
but it was upset in the Court of Appeal. A similar question 
arose in Marine Insurance Co. v. China Transpacific Steamship 
Go, (11 App. Cas. 573), where, during the docking of a ship, 
two sets of repairs were effected—both necessary—but one at 
the cost of the underwriters, and the other at the cost of the 
owners. It was held that, although the contract of insurance 
was a contract of indemnity, and although the result would be 
to relieve the shipowners of a part of the dock expenses 
which they would otherwise have had to pay themselves, yet 
they were entitled to have the dock charges apportioned, and 
that, while both kinds of repair were in progress, the expenses 
should be halved. On the other hand, it was held in 
Ruabon Steamship Co. v. London Assurance (48 W. R. 225; 
1900, A. C. 6) that where a ship was in dock for underwriters’ 
repairs, and the capone took the opportunity to have other 
repairs done which were not then strictly necessary, no 
apportionment of docking expenses would be made in favour 
of the underwriters; and the same priticiple was applied in 
The Acanthus (1902, P. 17), where, while a ship was in dock 
for repairs for which tortfeasors were liable, the owners effected 
repairs of theirown. But the Court of Appeal held that the 
present case fell within the principle of Marine Insurance Co. v. 
China Transpacific Co. (supra). It was essentially necessary for 
the two operations of repair to be performed on the ship, and 
neither could be performed without dry docking. Hence the 
case was one for apportionment, and the owners of The 
Haversham Grange were liable for one-half the dry docking 
expenses during the execution of the repairs necessitated by 
the collision with their ship. 








Of Process to Stop the Running of 


the Statute of Limitations. 
III. 


Administration Action (continued).—The principle which emerges 
from the cases which we have examined may be stated as 
follows: Where a claim in equity is not subject to the express 
bar of any statute, but is liable to be barred only by way of 
analogy to the statute, then a court of equity has a discretion as 
to applying the analogy, and as to the terms on which it will be 
applied, and it can accordingly treat a suit brought by one 
creditor on behalf of all as being the suit of all, so as to stop 
the statute as to all from the commencement of the proceedings. 
This will be done if it is important in the interests of the estate 
to prevent a multiplicity of suits: Sterndale v. Hankinson 
(1 Sim. 393). But the benefit of this doctrine extends only 
to creditors who are aware of the suit and who bring 
i their claims in the regular course in the proceedings; 
who may, therefore, be said to have made the suit their 
own and to have abstained, in reliance upon it, from taking 





to make their claim after the ordinary time has expired: 
Berrington v. Evans (1 Y. & C. Ex. 434). If, on the other hand, the 
case is one in which the court of equity is bound by the express 
provision of a Statute of Limitations, there is no room for dis- 
cretion as to the mode in which the time limit should be applied. 
All that the court has to do is to see at what time the claim is 
made, and whether at such time it has already been barred or 
no. If the administration suit could be regarded as the suit of 
other creditors than the plaintiff, then the claim of each such 
creditor would be made at the commencement of the suit and the 
statute would then be stopped. But otherwise the commencement 
of the proceedings would benefit only the actual plaintiffs, and the 
statute would not be checked as to creditors generally until there 
was a decree providing for the payment of debts—though possibly 
the statute would run against each creditor until he actually 
made his claim (St. John v. Boughton, 9 Sim. 219)—nor would 
he get the benefit of the commencement of the suit, even where 
he was joined as a defendant, if neither the suit as originally 
framed, nor the decree actually made, was for the benefit of 
creditors generally : Watson v. Birch (15 Sim. 523). _ 

An interesting commentary on the above decisions is afforded 
by the course of decision on the same points in Ireland. In 
that country Sterndale v. Hankinson was looked upon with more 
favour than here. It was admitted, indeed, in accordance with 
Berrington v. Evans (supra), that where a creditor’s suit was 
brought, it could not be treated as the suit of a creditor 
who was unaware of it till it was too late for him to 
make his claim in the ordinary course: O’Kelly v. Bodkin 
(1841, 3 Ir. Eq. R. 390), Hutchins v. O’Sullivan (1847, 11 
Ir. Eq. R. 443). But it was considered quite correct to treat a 
suit which resulted in an administration decree as the suit of all 
the creditors who came in under it; certainly so, if the suit was 
commenced before the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27 (O'Kelly v. 
Bodkin, 1840, 2 Ir. Eq. R. 361), and apparently, too, though it was 
commenced after the statute, and though the debt was one for 
which that statute provided an express bar in equity: Carroll v. 
Darcy (1847, 10 Ir. Eq. R. 321). In the former of these cases 
the averment that the suit was brought on behalf of all the 


‘creditors was said to be immaterial ; and in the latter it was said 


that a creditor’s suit was constructively the suit of all, as well 
after 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27 as before, so as to make its commence- 
ment stop the statute as to all. ‘ 
And in Bermingham v. Burke (1845, 2 Jo. & Lat., p. 714) 
Lord Sr. Lzonarps, when Lord Chancellor of Ireland, shewed 
himself strongly of the same opinion. Berrington v. Hvans, he 
said, was properly decided, but it did not impeach the decision 
in Sterndale v. Hankinson, nor did it prevent a creditor from 
coming in under another creditor’s bill, filed for the general 
benefit of creditors, where his demand would not have been 
barred had he himself filed the bill, and he came in according 
to the decree and course of the court. But this, of course, 
assumes that the action was one which the creditor could have 
brought—that is, that it was an ordinary creditor’s suit. 
If the suit is brought by a mortgagee for foreclosure and 
sale, it will not prevent the statute running against 
a judgment creditor of the mortgagor, since such creditor 
could not have instituted the suit: Bennett v.. Bernard (1849, 
12 Ir. Eq. R. 229), As to administration suits, however, 
Lord Sr. Lgonarps retained the opinion that Sterndale v. 
Hankinson was right even as cases to which the statute 
expressly applied. ‘ Perhaps, therefore,” he said (Real Prop. 
Stat., p. 126), ““we may be justified in considering Sterndale v. 
Hankinson as still law in both countries, although the rule is to 
be cautiously applied since the new Act. The suit must in effect 
be the suit of the creditor, one under which he would have a 
clear right to prosecute his demand, and of which he was fully 
aware, and his demand must be such as would not have been 
barred if he had himself filed the bill actually before the court 
and, irrespective of the statute, he would be bound, in order to 
avail himself of the suit, to conform to the general orders of the 
court, and not to be guilty of gross aches.” ilo 
But notwithstanding this pronouncement, the doubt in this 
country as to the applicability of Sterndale v. Hankinson was 


independent proceedings. It does not extend to creditors who | intensified by the decision of Jzssxt, M.R., in Re Greaves (1881, 
are unaware of the suit at the beginning, and who have sub- | 18 Ch. D. 551), a case which requires careful consideration. The 


sequently to allege their ignorance as a ground for being allowed : 


action was commenced on the 30th of December, 1878, and was 
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for the administration of the personal estate of a testator, the 
plaintiff being one of the executors and also a creditor. On the 
8th of December, 1879, the usual decree in a creditor’s action 
was made, with certain special directions. The testator was at 
his death indebted to the Midland Banking Co. for £300 on a 
promissory note dated the 11th of November, 1873. Appar- 
ently the note had not been kept alive by payment of interest, 
so that the six years had run against it on the 11th of November, 
1879, between the commencement of the action and the date of 
the decree. The bank carried in a claim before the chief 
clerk, but he held that it was barred, and, upon appeal 
to the court, this result was upheld by Jzsszz, M.R. 
If the principle of Sterndale v. Hankinson had applied, 
the claim would, of course, have been in time. The 
action, though not expressly on behalf of all creditors, was 
nevertheless an action to the benefit of which all creditors were 
entitled, and the claim had been made in the regular course of 
the proceedings. For a variety of reasons, however, JESSEL, 
M.R., was of opinion that Sterndale v. Hankinson did not apply, 
and the commencement of the action did not stop the statute as to 
the claimants ; though he evidently considered that, had they not 
been barred at the date of the judgment, the statute would then 
have been stopped. ‘‘It is,” he said, ‘‘ an administration action, 
but not on behalf of the creditors, and the judgment would have 
saved it”—that is, the claim—* but for the reason which we 
thoroughly understand, that it was not pronounced till after the 
expiration of six years from the time the debt was incurred.” 
That is, in an action for administration, though not on behalf of 
creditors, the making of the order stops the statute as regards all 
creditors coming in under it. 

We shall see subsequently how far this effect of the order is 
borne out by other cases, but the immediate point is to consider 
the grounds upon which the Master of the Rolls set aside 
Sterndale v. Hankinson as not applicable. We have already 
noticed that that decision was based largely upon the circum- 
stance that courts of equity are not bound by the 
statute, but follow it only by way of analogy, an analogy 
which they may observe or not according to the justice 
of the case. And we have also noticed that, subsequently 
to Sterndale v. Hankinson, the Real Property Limitation 
Act, 1833, imposed an express limitation upon certain 
classes of debts in equity as well as at law, so that, as regards 
such debts, one reason for Sterndale v. Hankinson no longer 
existed. The Act of 1833 did not extend to simple contract 
debts, but Jzsszx, M.R., held that the effect of the Judicature 
Acts was to meke the Statute of James binding upon each 
division of the High Court. ‘‘ Bills in equity,” he said, ‘have 
been abolished, and wherever it is an action to recover a debt upon 
a contract, the statute is binding upon the High Court in every 
case in which it applies.” 

To a certain extent, undoubtedly, this gets rid of the reasoning in 
Sterndale v. Hankinson, but as appears from the course of decision 
in Ireland, the mere fact that the statute has become binding on 
the division of the High Court which replaces courts of equity is 
not enough to shew that a creditors’ action does not enure from 
its commencement for the benefit of all creditors. It is still 
possible that it may be deemed to be the action of all creditors 
who come in under it in the ordinary course. But Jzsszt, M.R., 
held that this was not so where the action did not purport to be 
brought on behalf of all the creditors—that is, under the modern 
practice, in actions for the administration of personal estate. 
“It is no longer the practice,” he said, “as far as personal 
estate is concerned, to bring an action by one creditor 
on behalf of others. It is no longer necessary because there is 
a provision in the Act of 1852 that any creditor might have a 
decree for the administration of personal estate, and, since the 
— of that statute, now nearly thirty years ago, the practice 

as been abandoned of suing by one creditor on behalf of all, 
excepting in cases relating to real estate, as to which the section 
of the statute does not apply, unless it has been ordered to Le 
sold, or there is a trust or power of sale.” And Sir Gzorcz 
JzssEt’s third reason was that a judgment for administration 
could now be got very rapidly, and hence it was not necessary 
in the interest of the deceased’s estate to prevent creditors from 
taking independent proceedings. “There is no reason in the 
world,” he said, “why this creditor should not have taken 





out his summons and got his decree long ago. It would not 
have hurt the estate at all, because the first judgment would 
have stopped all the others; and it must be recollected that it 
is only in cases where the action is nearly barred at the death 
of the testator that the creditor cannot wait.” 

The effect of the judgment in Re Greaves was that a creditor's 
action for administration of personal estate could not be regarded 
as the action of creditors generally, and hence, where the statute 
was binding on the Chancery Division, the court must say to 
any creditor other than the plaintiff, ‘This is not your action, 
and its commencement did not stop the running of the statute 
against you.” Moreover, if the court had any discretion, it 
would not now exercise it in favour of the outside creditor, since 
he might, without detriment to the estate, have started an action 
of his own. But with the administration judgment it is 
different. This stops further actions and hence—so the learned 
judge appears to have reasoned—the making of the order stops 
the statute as to all creditors. But the further consideration of 
this result, as well as of the general effect of Re Greaves upon 
current practice, must be reserved. 


(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Motor-cars. 


Tue Law or MoTor-cARS AND MoToR-CYCLES. 
Pettitt, Solicitor of the Supreme Court. 
(Limited). 

Tue Law oF Heavy Moror-cars. By DonatD HENRY PETTITT, 

Solicitor of the Supreme Court. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


These two volumes deal clearly and succinctly with the whole ques- 
tion of motor-car traffic. The former relates to ordinary motor-cars 
and to motor-cycles, which for the most part come under the sam 
regulations as ordinary motor-cars. Heavy motor-cars—that is, motor- 
cars weighing two tons and upwards when unladen—form a distinct 
class of vehicle, and they are subject to many regulations not applying 
to ordinary motor-cars. These are dealt with in the second of the 
two works. The term “ motor-car,” Mr. Pettitt points out, does not 
occur in any Act of Parliament previous to the Motor-car Act, 1903. 
The Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, which first permitted their 
ordinary use, described them as light locomotives. The Act of 1903 
also speaks of motor-cycles, though without defining them, a 
omission which the Local Government Board has attempted to supply 
by suggesting that the term should be applied to motor-cars designed 
to travel on not more than three wheels, and weighing, unladen, not 
more than three hundredweight. After a preliminary chapter m 
certain miscellaneous matters, Mr. Pettitt, in his book on ordinary 
motor-cars, treats in successive chapters of their construction and 
equipment, of registration, the driver’s licence, the use of the vehicle 
upon the road, and the penalties for offences incident to & 
use. There are also chapters on the storing of petroleum, and on / 
various authorities who are concerned with the administration 0 
the law as to motor-cars. The chief interest, as well for motor-car pe 
and the public—who look at the matter from very different poet 
view—is in the penalties provided for improper driving, and = 
Pettitt not only refers to the relevant decisions, but gives @ tab rs 
offences under the Act of 1903 with the appropriate penalties. - 
Acts of 1896 and 1903, with the orders which have been issued by 
Local Government Board, and other regulations, are given m 
Appendix. 

In his work on heavy motor-cars Mr. 


By DonALpD HEnny 
Jordan & Som 


Pettitt points out that the 
order of the Local Government Board admitting these vehicles as part 


of the ordinary road traffic came into operation on the Ist of Ma 
1905. Before that date motor-cars were permitted of a wees 
unladen, not exceeding three tons, or, if with a trailer, of a weight, 
unladen, for both motor and trailer together, not exceeding ae tons. 
Mechanically-propelled vehicles aueine those weights coul ‘= 
be used as ordinary road locomotives or traction engines. The —. 
order was made under powers conferred by settion 6 of the yg = 
on Highways Act, 1896, as amended by section 12 of the Mo 
car Act, 1903, and it increases the above limits to five and pe br 
a-half tons respectively. The order, together with the Acts 0: - 
and 1903, is printed in the Appendix, and the body of the “— 
following the same plan as the companion volume, treats in sane = 
of the heavy motor-car and its equipment, of registration, the ae 
licence, the heavy motor-car at large, offences and penalties, the fe - 
of petroleum, and administrative authorities. The volumes, = 

of aconvenient size, are well got up and printed, and will doubtless 
extensive favour with those who are interested in motor-car 
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Cases of Last Sittings. 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
BULLEN v. WARD. Div. Court. 10th August. 


Sunpay OnsERvVANCE—EXEMPTION IN Favour or Works or NECESSITY AND 
Cuariry—Sunpay OnseRvance Act, 1667 (29 Car. 2, c. 7), s. 1. 


This was a case stated, and raised an interesting point on the Sunday 
Observance Act. The facts of the case were as follows: An information 
was preferred against Buller, a chipped potato dealer, for exercising his 
worldly calling on Sunday, the same not being work of necessity and 
charity, contrary to section 1 of 29 Car. 2,c.7. It was proved before the 
justices that the appellant in the course of his business cut up and 
cooked or fried potatoes, sometimes alone and sometimes with 
fried fish, and that these articles had become a popular food 
with working-class people. The fried potatoes and fish, together 
or separately, were served on the appellant’s premises and were always 
served warm. The customers when supplied off the premises often brought 
their own receptacles for the food, and were sometimes —— in paper 
bags belonging to the appellant. On Sunday, the 22nd of January, the 
appellant was carrying on his usual business, there being customers both 
upon his premises eating the chipped potatoes, and others who purchased 
articles of food and took them away in bags or basins, and some ate the 
same in the street near the appellant's shop. The justices convicted the 
appellant and fined him ls., holding that his premises were not 
a cookshop, and that the business did not come within the exception. The 
words of the exception are as follows: ‘‘ Provided that nothing in this 
Act contained shall extend to the prohibiting of dressing of meat in 
families or dressing and selling of meat in inns, cookshops, or victualling 
yards for such as otherwise cannot be served.’’ On behalf of the appellant 
it was contended that his business came with the words of the excep- 
tion. The case was practically covered by R. v. Cox (2 Burr. 785) and 2. 
vy. Younger (5 T. R. 447). On behalf of the respondent it was contended 
that the question was one of fact. The justices had found that this was 
not a cookshop. Counsel referred to Cripps v. Durden (2 Cowp. 640). 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstong, O.J., and Lawrance and Rivtey, JJ ) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J.—I quite agree that we must interpret the Act 
quite independently of what we may think of it. Butif an Act is couched 
in general words the court is entitled to put such a construction on it as is 
admitted by the words of the Act without imposing consequences which 
would be very serious. I think there was no evidence on which the 
magistrates could find that this was not a cookshop. It was pointed 
out as long ago as 1793 by Buller, J., that the words of the exception 
were loose words and not words which could be said to bear a definite and 
precise meaning beyond this, that they indicated an intention that this was a 
class of cooking which must be provided for .people who could 
not do it for themselves. It was contended that they must construe meat 
as meaning flesh, I think it would be ridiculous to say that if the appel- 
lant had cooked mutton it would not have been an offence, but if he had 
cooked an eel pie it would have been. The trade is within the protection 
of section 3 and the conviction must therefore be quashed.—CounszL, Joyce 
Thomas ; Randolph. Soutcrrors, Thairlwall §& Sons, for Read § Eastwood, 
Blackburn ; Rawle, Johnstone, § Co., for Carter & Cretlin, Blackburn. 

[Reported by ALan Hoaa, Exsq., Barsisten-ot-Low.| 








Obituary. 


Mr. George Sills. 


Mr. George Sills, Recorder of Lincoln since 1888, died at his residence, 
Casthorpe, Grantham, on Wednesday. Mr. Sills, who was born in 1832, 
was educated at Grantham School and St. John’s College. Cambridge. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1858, and joined the Midland 
Circuit. He became a revising barrister, counsel to the Post Office on the 
Midland Circuit, and counsel to the Mint for Northamptonshire, and a 
Commissioner for the trial of municipal and county council election peti- 
tions. In 1894-1895 he was a member of the Bar Committee, and was 
also a member of the Bar Council from 1895 to 1898, 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 
Mr. F, Brrvstey-Harrazr (of the firm of Messrs. Lumley & Lumley) has 


been appointed a © 


ommissioner of the High Court of Judicature at 
Bombay, India. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Grorce ALEXANDER Haynes and ALrrep ALGERNON Roxryson, solicitors 
(Geo, A. Haynes & Co.), 101, Bow-road, Bow, London. May 31. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 1. 
Wuisam Henry Dixon and Witu1aM Arnoip Laxyz1t, solicitors (Dixon 
& Linnell), Manchester, Aug. 31, The said William Henry Dixon will 





practise on his own account at 24, Cross-street, and the said William 
Arnold Linnell will practise on his own account at 23, Oross-street, 


Manchester. 


Joun Mernick Heap, Coamperiary Mouz, and Henry Rostre, solicitors 
(Head, Mole, & Rosling), Reigate, Surrey. Aug.31. The said Chamberlain 
Mole and Henry Rosling, James und y Vernon, will continue 
said business under the style or firm of Head, Mole, Rosling, & 

ernon,. 


Epwarp Lovett, Greorcre Crrmcn, and Atrrep Icnativs Toinurst, 
solicitors (Tolhurst, Lovell, & Olinch), Gravesend, Kent. July 19. So 
far as regards the said Alfred Ignatius Tolhurst. [ Gaaette, Sept. 5. 


General. 


Mr. Justice Goodrich, of the Supreme Court, State of New York, paid a 
visit to Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence, the Long Vacation Judge, at the Law 
Courts on Wednesday. 


The Lord Chief Justice has decided not to go the North-Eastern Circuit 
at the ensuing autumn assizes as he had arranged, and his place will be 
taken by Mr. Justice Darling. 


The Warrington Town Council, says the Zimes, recently appointed a 
committee to investigate charges against two of their members of corrupt 
practices. The investigation committee on Tuesday presented a rt, 
and the council passed a resolution instructing the town clerk to a to 
the Attorney-General for leave to institute ings against two 
councillors involved under the Public Bodies pt Practices Act of 1889. 

In & w Sheriff Court, on Monday, says the Zimes, Mr. Charles Sweet, 
photographer, of Rothesay, sued the Glasgow Record ne per for breach 
of copyright in publishing Lord Bute’s photograph without paying the 
usual fee. The plaintiff claimed £10 for each copy of the a 
which he estimated at 25,000, thereby establishing a claim for £250,000. 
Sheriff Mackenzie dismissed the action, as a s court was not vested 
with the power to decide finally on such a huge claim, with no right of 
appeal, 

At Morpeth, on Wednesday, says the Daily News, a point of Jaw was 
raised in a charge against a London motorist for exceeding the speed 
limit, and further with refusing to produce his licence. The defence was 
that the speed limit was ed to get out of the rain, as everybody in 
the car was soaking ; and it was also contended that drivers were not com- 

lied to give their names or to show their licences to officers other than those 
4 uniform. The magistrate’s clerk pointed out that the Act mentioned 
a ‘police officer’ only. It was stated that when the Bill was passed 
Mr. Boscawen moved that ‘‘in uniform ”’ be inserted in the Bill, and the 
Attorney-General replied that it was not an offence if the officer was not 
in uniform. On that understanding the proposed amendment was with- 
drawn. The bench overruled the objection, and imposed a fine of £5 and 
costs on each charge. 


Admiral Sir A on de Horsey, presiding at last Saturday’s sitting of 
the Isle of Wight county justices, gave, says the Times, a considered 
decision in the case of Barton v. Glynn, in which Mr. W. A. Glynn, J.P., 
D.L., of Seagrove, Seaview, was summoned under the Highways Act to 
shew cause why he should not remove an alleged obstruction to motor- 
omnibus traffic caused by a bough of a large overhanging tree in Seaview- 
lane. The chairman said the justices had decided against the defendant, 
who had submitted that the tree, which was very ornamental, was not an 
obstruction to ordinary traffic, that a motor-omnibus was not a carriage 
within the meaning of the Highways Act, and that the tree, having been 
in the road before the dedication of the highway to the public, not 
be interfered with. The bench held that a motor-omnibus was a carriage 
within the meaning of the Act, and that the bough of the tree was an 
obstruction which could be removed under that Act. They therefore 
ordered the removal of the bough in twenty-one days, but intimated their 
willingness to state a case for appeal, owing to the importance of the 
question raised. 

One of the attractions, says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and Gown,” which the 
office of Judge-Advocate-General has always possessed is that its occupant, 
having the right to hold direct communication with the Sov » is 
invariably a member of the Privy Council. That distinction was " 
for instance, by Sir George Osborne Morgan, Mr. J. W. Mellor, and Sir 
William Marriott. Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, to whom Sir Francis 
Jeune owed his appointment as Judge- Advocate-General in 1892, explained, 
in the course of the discussion raised by Mr. Lawson Walton, the 
arrangement was intended to be ‘‘provisional.’” Much credit was due to 
Sir Francis Jeune for his performance of the duties of the office without 
a salary, but the ‘‘ ” arrangement, which lasted eome thirteen 
years, was not wholly satisfactory, Sir Francis Jeune, though nominally a 
member of the Government, enjoying, by virtue of his a position, 
an immunity from criticism. the tment of Mr. Milvain the 
oes eee eo ee legal aspects of war the new 
Judge-Advocate-Gen is not without some experience. He was one of 
the commissioners who investigated the claims to compensation made by 
the subjects of friendly Powers in consequence of their deportation from 
South Africa during the Boer War. 

An inquest wasto have been resumed last Saturday, says the Zimes, to 
the death of Henry Walter Hum a miner, who died at 
Colliery on Monday as the it of carbonic acid gas . The 
deputy coroner, Mr. A. A. Betham, addressing the he was placed 
in @ peculiar position, inasmuch as the inquest was on Wednesday 
by Mr. H. A. Pearson, as coroner for South ire, and Mr. Pearson 
had since died suddenly. According to law—and coroner’s law was rather 
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curious—the inquiry instituted by Mr. Pearson was at an end, and a new 
inquiry would, therefore, have to be made. The statute expressly stated 
that no inquiry could be legally held unless the coroner and jury first 
viewed the body. In this instance, the jury had already viewed the body, 
and if the same gentlemen sat at the second inquest there would be no 
necessity for them to view the body again. It was absolutely necessary, 
however, that the coroner who held the second inquest should view the 
body, and, notwithstanding his efforts to prevent it, the body was interred 
at Perry Barr Churchyard the previous day. It therefore became neces- 
sary to obtain an order from the Home Secretary for the exhumation of 
the body. He would at once take steps with that object, and when the 
order came would have the jury summoned to attend a second inquest. 


At North London, on Wednesday, says the Times, Mr. Wildey Wright 
asked Mr. d’Eyncourt to state a case for the opinion of the High Court in 
the matter of the seizure of over 287,000 copies of pirated music at a ware- 
house at Boleyn-road, Dalston, in July. A man named George Wootton, 
said to be the tenant of the warehouse, was summoned to shew cause why 
the music should not be destroyed. As hedid not answer, the summons 
was heard in his absence. Mr. Fordham made an order for the destruc- 
tion of the music with ten guineas costs. The costs were inot paid, and 
when the officers sought to realize they found that the goods belonged to 
the wife of Wootton. Then Mr. C. V. Young, on behalf of the Music 
Publishers’ Association, asked that a term of imprisonment should be 
named in default of payment of the distress, and this Mr. d’Eyncourt 
fixed at two months. Mr. Wildey Wright said that Wootton was not 
responsible. He had sub-let the warehouse to a limited company, and the 
summons was not brought to his notice until after the order had been 
made. There was another point as to the magistrate’s powers under the 
Act—whether the costs were to be treated as a criminal matter or a civil 
debt. Mr. d’Eyncourt said it was a matter which ought to be cleared up, 
and he would state a case. He fixed sureties at two in £30 each, binding 
the defendant to prosecute the appeal. 


Of unusual interest, says the Daily News, to seamen and shipowners was 
a case heard at the Guildhall police-court, on Tuesday, when Peter 
Turgot, an Austrian sailor, sued Mr. Julius Guthe, of the West Hartlepool 
Steam Navigation Co., for money claimed to be due. The defendant 
to pay the plaintiff the balance of his wages up to the 12th of 
— £18 9s. 1ld., but the dispute was over £13 19s., claimed from the 
12th of May to the 16th of August, the date of the plaintiff's arrival in 
London. On the 7th of May, when the defendant’s vessel, The Whitehall, 
of which plaintiff was one of the crew, was on her way to Belize, in British 
Honduras, she stranded on a coral reef, and the captain and crew 
abandoned her on the 12th. Plaintiff was left in Belize, where the 
captain died, and after being ill in hospital plaintiff was shipped to 
London. For the. defence, Mr. Dawson Miller contended that, commer- 
cially speaking, the voyage was at an end when the vessel was abandoned, 
and as it was now a question as to whether she was worth repairing, he 
contended she was a wreck within the meaning of the Act. The second 
officer admitted that the vessel afterwards travelled 3,000 miles. The 
Alderman: She must have been a very healthy invalid then. The 
defendants, he added, had not satisfied him that she was a wreck, and the 
company was not relieved of its responsibility in the matter. An order 
would be made for £13 19s., with £2 13s, 4d. further wages up to date, and 
£2 5s. for maintenance, together with ten guineas costs. 


At the Lexden and Winstree (Essex) Petty Sessions on Saturday last, 
says the Times, the local rural district council was summoned for per- 
mitting a nuisance injurious to health to exist at Dedham. The proceed- 
ings were instituted by Sir Hamilton Lang, for whom Mr. C. E. Jones, 
barrister, — and the council was defended by Mr. Asher Prior, 
solicitor. . Jones said it was with much regret that Sir Hamilton had 
taken this extreme course; but the drainage system in the parish was 
absolutely inadequate, and for many years he and his predecessors in title 
had been endeavouring to get the nuisance abated, but without success. 
Sewage ran down an open ditch past Sir Hamilton’s house, and ultimately 
found ite way through a culvert into the river. Not only was this 
detrimental to the property, but was injurious to the health of the poor 
people, who were unable to raise their voices against the rural district 
council. Evidence having been given by Sir Hamilton Lang and an expert 
as to the unwholesome condition of the place, Mr. Prior admitted that the 
nuisance had existed for thirty or forty years, but he urged that during 
the past few months the rural council had done everything possible to 
abate the evil. Apart from this, he submitted that the bench had no 
power to make an order in respect of works constructed under section 27 
of the Public Health Act, and he quoted a decision of Mr. Justice Wills 
in support of this objection. The chairman, Mr. John Bateman, said that 
the bench would have to decline tomake an order. In view of the decision 
of a High Court judge they considered that they had no power to interfere, 
and they declined to deal with the case in the knowledge that Sir Hamilton 
Lang could to a higher court. In view of the circumstances, 
however, they would not saddle Sir Hamilton with the costs of bringing 
the summons, but had decided that each party should pay their own costs, 


> * 7 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Bept. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liamitep ww Cuancrry. 
Barris asp Evnorvax Peovuce Co, Lausten—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 20, 
to be heard at the Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool, ne 
m 


2, at 10. Masters & Venables, Liverpool, solors f w petners. Notice of ap 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock ia the af‘ernoon of Bept 26 





CastLe, Lumrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 4, directed to be heard Sept 13 


Kingsbury & Turner, Geo’ st, Portman sq, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-1 not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 12 

Taytor Gur, Limirep—Petn for ae ea Aug 30, directed to be heard at the 
Court House, Corporation st, Birming' , Oct 19, at 10.30. Tanner, Birmingham, solor 
for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of Oct 18 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
St Nzors Warer Co—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 10, directed to heard at the 


Shire Hall, Bedford, Sept 21, at 11. Maule & Sons, Huntingdon, solors for petners, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after. 


noon of Sept 20 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Sept. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luatep tn CHANCERY. 

Beyyett & Caruis_e, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 5, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles William 
Provis, Mount st, Manchester. Orrell, Man , solor for liquidator ' 

Norra Wynaab anp Manantoppy Synpicatsr, Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Nov 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 

their debts or claims, to William Earle Pearse, 24, Coleman st 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire InrEREsts, AND Lire Pouicies, 


Messrs. H, E. Foster & Crawriexp held their usual yey Sale (No. 794) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following were Sold at the 
prices named :— 
REVERSIONS : 
To One-fifteenth of No. 536, King’s-road, Chelsea ‘os ove 
To £4,314 16s. veo ioe one “ oes ooo ese eee ” 
To £821 nee = eee ain ove ove ove eee eee oe 
An exactly similar Interest .., ae ‘in bas - ss “o 99 
LIFE POLICIES: 
For £1,450 ... ‘ne ose oe sve seo “ coe eos rT) 
For £1,000 ... cs eco ae ‘San sa ssi ooo cco “ 


Re 


+ Sold 


ge BRE 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 29, 


Aanoy, Epwagp, Weston, nr Runcorn, Chester Sept 30 Lake, Runcorn : 
ArnsworTH, CHARLES Frepexic, Horwich, Lancs, Cotton Spinmer Sept 5 Winders 
ton 

Barnett, ALbERT Epwapgb, Devizes, Butcher Sept 21 Smith, Devizes 

Beatriz, WILL1AM JAMES, Dunston, Durham Oct9 bert, Gateshead 

Broapiey, AL¥Ygep, Beeston Hill, Leeds Sept 30 Crawford, Leeds 

Bopp, Mary Exizapetn, Brighton Oct 9 Cooper & Co, Birchin In ~ 

Burrows, Montacv, Oxford Oct7 Radcliffe & Co, Craven st, Charing Cross 

Carrer, James, Tottenham rd, Kingsland Sept 30 Moggridge & Son, John st, Bedford 
row 

Coarz, Rosert Boutoy, Midhurst Sept 26 Grover & Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Coarss, Janz Emma, Haydon Bridge, Northumberland Sept 30 Batv & Fisher, Hexham 

Cravrurp, Lieut Col Harry James, Priory mans, Drayton gdns Sept 26 Grover & Co, 

ing’s Bench walk, Temple ; 

Davipsoy, Tuomas, Gateshead 30 Penman & Gibberd, Gateshead 

Dickensox, Epira Cuagtorre Muserave, Simonstown, South Africa Dec 31 Edwards 
& , Moorgate st d 

Drxon-8ruart, Rev Joux Fiercuer, Stanton St Bernard, nr Pewsey, Wilts Oct 2 
Hanbury & Co, Eldon st House 

Downs, CHARLES BuckLayp, St James’s rd, Bermondsey Sept 25 Sydney, Renfrew rd 


Duwy, Wii114M Henny, Gateshead Sept 30 Penman & Gibberd, Gateshead 

Enyce, Kate, Oct 24 Benjamin, Coleman st _ ; ha 

Feat.ey, Rosert, Walthamstow Sept28 Timbrell & Deighton, King William st 

Forster, Caantes Franx, Newcastle upon Tyne, Lead Manufacturer Sept 30 Stanton 
& Co, Newcastle zo Tyne 

Forster, Emma Jane, Chester le Street, Durham Sept 30 Stanton & Co, Newcastle upon 


e 
Forster, Mavp Tueresa, Cheltenham Sept 30 Stanton & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Ganrro_p, Exvizasetu, Linton, Hereford Oct 31 Brown, Gloucester 
Gounge, Susax Szrina, Newquay, Cornall Oct 8 Collins & Son, Newquay, Cornwall 
Gowakrp, oe Market Harborough, Leicester Oct 14 Nicholson, Market Har- 

boroug! 
Hanroeave, Axx Grant, Leeds Sept 30 Crawford, Leeds 
Harcrave, Arruun, Leeds Sept30 Crawford, 
Hout, Racuev, Dudley Hill, Bradford Sept19 Stamford & Metcalfe, Bradford 
Hyatt, Cuaguxs, Gol iths'row, Hackney rd, Builder Sept 30 Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd 
Jackson, Frances, Bolton Oct 5 Williamson, 
Jackson, Joun, Girlington, Bradford, General Carrier Oct 5 Williamson, Hull 
Jones, Evizaseta, Bryn Eglwys, Denbigh 26 Minshall & Co, Llangollen 
Joyxes, Humpurey, Rhyl, Flint Sept 30 Gamlin, Rhyl 
Kyisss, WILLIAM, ‘Coombe, Oxford Sept 21 Walsh, Oxford 
Nasu, Rev Witz1am, Somerby Rectory, nrGrantham Sept 30 Hanbury & Co, Eldon st 
Ossony, Hangiet, Moseley, Worcester Sept 30 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Parisu, 8ananu Jane, Uxbridge rd, Ealing Oct7 Bell & Co, Acton 
Patressox, Gzornoana, Forest Hall, Northumberland™ Oct 9 Brown & Son 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Rayp, assis DERE, Elmhurst, nr Alnwick, Northumberland, Farmer Oct 7 


4} 

Rocuns, . Geranp Savtaex, Branksome Park, Bournemouth Sept 30 Rogers, 
Falmou 

Sraypaine, Evizaperu, Oldham,Lancs Oct 14 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 

Branton nveL1U6 Harnison, Alnmouth, Northumberland, Solicitor Sept 30 Stantoa 
& Co, Newcastle upon Tyne , 

Sramcen, Sexson, Castleford, Yorks, Ironmonger Sept 26 Phillips & Briggs, Castleford 

Tayion, Eviru Grace, Stretford, Lancs Sept 9 Powell, Manchester ; 

Tuomrson, Paxcy, Swinton, Lancs, Commercial Traveller Sept 29 Dixon & Linnell, 


or 
Tvsyex, Georoxr Avaustus, Highbury quadrant Sept 20 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, 
Old Broad st . - ‘ 





\) 
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cet Hat- 


ckney rd 


don st 


Stanton 
astleford 
Linnell, 
Inion ct, 


Sept. 9, 1905. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


{Vol. 49.) 745 








—_— 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazetie.—Frivay, Sept. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ama, L, Victoria st High Court Pet July 20 Ord 


Aug 28 
Agmitaee, Barrac.oues, Shelf, nr ee Ale Merchant 
Bradford Pet Aug15 Ord "Aug 29 
BerTRaND, Henry Pierre Francois Firuin, Jonn Henri 
BerTeanp, and Louis Victor Berrrranp, West 
Bromwich, Staffs, — Founders West Bromwich 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug 
ay ty? LL Bary, Lanes, Licensed Vicualler 
a6 rd Aug 30 
Buoubas Rows? tf i a Greengrocer Leeds Pet 
A 


Bavce, Ropert rahe Bates, Barbara st, Islington, 
Timber Dealer High Court Pet June 26 Ora Aug 28 


Capron, Gzorae, St ewe Bay, nr Dover Canterbury 
Pet July 11 Ord fan % 
pas, ee, N, England High Court Pet Aug10 Ord 
Aug 
Coins, Gzorce Herpert, Sutton + ~ pram Builder 
Bi Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
~~, JAMES ae, Nottingham, pee Agent 
ottingham Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 
TR ay Joun CoRrNELIUs, prece o "Tete, 
Chester Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 28 
CaossLey, erry Sasa, Grocer Burnley Pet 
Aug 18 Sen 
Curry, Tomas ILuiaM, Melton * saatuaess Butcher 
Leicester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Evison, Percy J, Ramsey, Hunts Peterborough Pet July 
26 Ord Aug 28 


Grocer 


Fett, CoaistopzER, Deane, Bolton, nae, Leather Dresser 
Bolton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 30 
Hagiey, WItiiam I 10K, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet 
Aug il Ord Aug 29 
Hasais, Corne.ius Sypvev, Bristol, Boot Merchant Bristol 
Pet Aug 80 Ord Aug 30 
Hexsoyx, Grorcz Wit1iam, Grantham, Licensed Horse 
Slaughterer Nottingham Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Kearstey, Epwarp Tuomwas, Hunslet, Leeds, Greengrocer 
Leeds Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Kise, Joun Weston, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Saddler 
Swindon Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Mer eam Grorcr, Upper Gloucester pl, Dorset sq hb 
Court Pet July5 Ord Aug 30 ” 
Mityer, Joun Joszpa, Barrow in —— Jeweller Barrow 
in Furness Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 23 
Moutexiy, Joay, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 
Hull Pet et Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Moorz, W R CaLpweE tt, Daleeanton House, Old Broad st, 
Chartered Accountant High Court Pet July 10 Od 
Aug 30 
Ociz, Saran Exizasets, Witham, Kingston upon Hull, 
Hosier Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
PircurortH, Apranam, Leeds, Butcher’s Manager Leeds 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Racey, WALTER Hues, Smeeth Emneth, nr Wisbech, 
Labourer *s Lynn Pet Aug 29 Ord A Aug 29 
Rozerts, Taomas Daviss, Liangollen, Denbigh, Grocer 
Wrexham Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Roy, Grores, Selly Oak, wp mT Coal Merchant 
Birmingham Pet June7 Ord Aug 28 
Saxcuez, Isanet, Cromwell rd, Kensington, Boarding 
house Keeper High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Spencer, Epwarp Watprox, Malvern Link, Worcester 
Worcester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Srevens, James, Seaneny, Devon, Labourer Exeter 
Pet Aug 29 Ord 
Srmumax, Frank, Weal atin Middlesex, Refreshment 
Proprietor St Albans Pet Aug ¥8 Ord A a 
wean, Si James WILu14m, and Ropert Surouirre, Co! 
Herb Beer Brewers Burnley Pet Aug 28 Ord 
Aug 38 
Semen, Faizyp, and Joszrn Taytor, ee, Roller 
Coverers Halifax Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
ee. Joun Caartes Hey, —s Lieutenant 
terbury Pet July 29 Ord Aug 
Trousro™, oa Croydon, Slater (, tA Pet Aug 14 
Aug 


Van ne ll Henry, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet 


Augilz Ord "Aug 28 
WituiaMs, Francis Cuaries, Fishponds, Bristol, Refresh- 
ment House Keeper Bristol Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 29 
wee, tees Leicester Leicester Pet Aug 28 “Ord 
ug 
Woops, Atsert Epwakrp, Preston, Lancs, Licensed Vic- 


tualler Preston Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 14: 


Gairriras, Wituiam, Brierley Hill, Staffs, =F "ae 
Stourbridge Pet June27 Ord July 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ansorr, Gronck, Great Grimsby, Fisherman Sept 12 at 11 
Of , 8t Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Axipi au, L, Victoria st Sept 13 at 11 Senkruptey bldgs, 


Amasace, Barractoven, Shelf, nr Halifax, Ale Merchant 
Sept l5at3 Off Reo, "29 Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Anyoup, Cuartes ASHTON, Hereford, Yeast Agent Sept11 

*.. 12, mS bg st, Hereford 
ADES, BERT Henry, Leeds, Gre 

“a = Git Re, 22 oe he 8, eee Sept 11 at 
UCR, BERT GEORGE Barzs, ‘Rostems st, Islington, 
ae, Dealer Sept 12 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

y 8 
i, quater Nicxuinson, I ee Butcher Sept 11 at 12 


# Rec, Bridge st, Northamp 


Cottey, Jouw Toomas, Maesyowmmer, Mon, U: 
iberman Sept 13 at 11. Off Ree, Wettonte brs, 


ae Dr J N,England Sept 12 at 12 Bankruptcy 
LLIER, ‘ a 
bidgs, Carey st 
Fox, Hersert, ae Norfolk Sept 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 


ham, RSO, Norfolk Sept 
9 atl Off Rec, 8, ey 


orwich 
Hazeis, Witiiam CuHurcaiLL, Warwick, Cycle 
Mithueeane Bop i iho es Bae oy 


Hopprivort, <a paiem, Worcester, 
at 11.30 Town Hail, Evesham 
Horxins, ALBERT is 
ealer Sept 12 


aan Musical Instrument 
; Om Bor Bt Mary's chives, 
t 


Joxxs, Exyest, Boscombe within Bournemouth Sept 21 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus , Exeter 

Karacianis, Constantine, Cardiff, Grocer Sept 11 at 11 
117, St Mary’s st, Cardiff 

KEARSLEY, Epwarp Tomas, Hunslet, Leeds, Greengrocer 
Sept 11 at 11.30 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Kewiey, Grorce Panese, Bataer, eae maya Fish- 

Sept 11 a Cam ge junc, High 

st, Portsmouth 

KyYNasTon, Joux Hewry, Sale, Chester, Chemical Agent 
Sept 9at11 Off Rec, "Byrom st, Manchester 

Martin, Witiiam, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Watchmaker 
Sept llat4 2, Offa st, Hereford 

ron Wituiam, Hatfield, Coal Merchant Sept 11 at 

12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

we. B ABRAHAM, Leeds, Butcher’s Manager Sept 
llatil Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Cromwell rd, 


ae ot Sir -ssseaa 


Sancnez, Isaset, K 
house Keeper Sept 13 at 11 Bankra 

Spencer, Epwarp Wauproyx. Malvern 
Sept 12 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Stevens, James, Payhembury, Devon, Labourer Sept 21 

0.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Tayitor, Frrenp, and Joszra Taytor, Halifax, Roller 

Coverers Sept 13 at 3 Off Rec, Town Hall chmb: rs, 


Halifax 

Tiwaus, Margate, Boot Maker Sept 21 at 9 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

eae ye jp, itwick, , Farmer Sept 9 at 

ff Rec, ‘47, Full st, Derby 

Tarr, Wusas, Luton, Commercial Traveller Sept 11 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

WILLIAMs, he Canton, Cardiff, Brass Founder Sept 11 
at 12 117, St Mary st, 

Sept 11 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 


WILsow, Henry, 
Leicester 
ARCLD Picton, Droitwich, Worcester, Licensed 
at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, 


Boarding 
 bldgs, Carey st 
Worcester 


WYERs, 
Victualler Sept 11 
Worcester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aston, Wiiu1am Atonzo, aay Hill, Warwick, Die 
Sinker Bir Pet July 27 Ord ps 
Buivp, Purr, King’s Heath, ave, Baker Birming- 
ham Pet Aug 16 Ord ‘Aug 28 

Branpretn, Mary Een, Bury, i Licensed Victualler 
Bolton Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Broapgs, Ropert meas SO Greengrocer Leeds Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Cook, James Benxsamin, Nottingham, Commission Agent 
No Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 

Corves, Joun Cornetivs, Boughton, Chester, Grocer 
Chester PetAugi0 Ord Aug 30 

Curry, Taomas Witu1am, Melton oe, Butcher 

@» Leicester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Gopsg.t, G H, yt st, Strand High Court Pet 
July7 Ord Aug 25 

Gower, Apert, Beaconsfield, Machinist Aylesbury Pet 
July8 Ord Aug 29 

GREEN, Seon iene ya Accountant High Court 
Pet June 20 Ord Aug 25 

Hamirtow, Sir Francis, Walsingham, RSO, Norfolk Nor- 
wich Pet July 25 Ord Aug 30 

ae ee adedan _ -y- ee  - 

terer Nottingham Pet Aug a 

Hopprixotr, Geratrupe, Greenhill, Evesham, ‘Wonsnee, 

pame _ Proprietress Worcester "Pet Aug 15 


Kearsiry, Epwarp Taomas, pane, Leeds, Greengrocer 
Leeds’ Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Kixe, Jonn Weston, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Saddler 
Swindon Pet Aug 29 oe aoe 

Muyer, Joan Josers, Barrow ———, Jeweller 
Sussow Sa Duress ington apo Hull Ord Aug 

Mouuexry, Joan, KE Builder Kingston 


upon Hull et Ane 28 bay 
Monxman, Seat ree Deak i, Sunderland Pet 
Bristol 


y 
Morey, Saver Groner, Bristol, Newsagent 
Pet Aug 23 Aug 30 
Oa Saran Exuizaseta, Kingston upon ay | Hosier 
ton upon Hull Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Prrcnrortn, Aprasam, Leeds, Butcher's Manager Leeds 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
~—_ King’s Li Pet A Ged hue m 
sLynn Pet rd Aug 
Ronerts, Taomas Davies, Lisnguilea, De Denbigh, Grocer 
Wrexham Pet Aug 29 a 
Sanonez, Isapet, = gton, Boarding 
house Keeper High Court eae On Lens © 
Srenoen, Epwarp pad Malvern Link, Worcester 
Worcester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Milton Farm, epeuieey, Devon, 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 9 
Mid 5, eines 
St Albans Pet A Ord Aug 28 


m 
Surcurrs, Jaues Wituiam, and Rosrrr cee Colne, 
i Herb Beer Brewers Burnley Pet Aug 23 Ord 

ug 





urer 
Srittmay, Frank, we 
Roo: 








Tay Frrexp, and Jossru 28 Ord’ Halifax, Roller 
Coverers Halifax Pet Aug Ord Aug 28 
my Y Boston,” Boston 
‘oTrem, Grorce WILLIAM, Balham Park rd, aim, 

Dealer Wandsworth Pet Aug 23 Ord 


A 
nace i. Commercial Traveller Luton Pet 


tri sat Nerthampon Northampton Pet 

= Ord Aug 28 

vos _ Leicester Leicester Pet Aug 28 Ord 

Weona, Arauar Epwarp, Preston, Lancs, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Preston Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug’29 

Wrers, Harouip Pictrox, Droi' Worcester, Licensed 
Victualler Worcester Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 30 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


—-* Wituam Tuomas, Maidstone, Florist Maidstone 
Adjud June5 Annul Aug 30 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Sept 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


a “> i et: Yorks, Boot Maker Bradford 
Aug 


M...; RicwarD heen Beckenham, Laundry Manager 
Cro: Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 


Bewturcer, Cuantes Freperick, Birmi 
Merchant Pet Sept 1 

Bowex, Tuomas 

Bayert, ioeser Auctevos Wellens rd, eae, = 
oS Sa High Court Pet Sept 1 


Exus, Epwis, Welshpool, amioenery, Shoemaker New- 
town Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Exson, WiLtIaM Meee Chichester, Boot Seller Brighton 
Pet Sept1 Ord 


Sept 1 

Evans, Danigt, Y: . Engine Driver 
Aberavon Pet Aug 31 Ord’ P. 

Haxecyt, Wiiu1am Leonarp, Mark oi Hay Dealer High 


Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 31 
Homes, C E * Gt Portland st High Court Pet May 24 
Ord Sept 1 


Deere GrorGcE or Faas Fish Hawker 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 


J annie Wiiu14x, Darlington, Electrical Engineer 
Stockton on Tees "Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

oa Tuomas, Swansea, Horse Dealer Swansea Pet Aug 

Ord Aug 31 
ikon WILLI4u, -\e~ upon Hull, Tailor Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Sept 1 

Means, Epwa so eisdeane Nos orton, Somerset, Baker Wells 
Pet Aug 31. Ord Aug 31 

Nasu, Cnsenpe] Lez, sanyetn, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 


Peacock, Frepsrick Grorcr, and Davip Grorcr Apams, 
Ipswich, Ipswich Pet Sept 2 Ord 


Paowss, Rearanp, Pembridge villas, East Acton, Corn 
Merchant 


Brentford Pet — 1 Ord Sept 1 
a Joux, Butcher Plymouth Pet 


, Farmer 
Suanuax, Witttan, 
© Pet Aug 2 Ord A 
lomas, Prosser, 
Haulier Al 


WILTSHIRE, AS Ramee, Estate Agent Southampton 
Pee Aug 10 Ord Aug 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


oy ae 


felis Mansfactaree Sep 


Jamps, 
Grocer Sept 1s at 2 Crypt chmbrs, 


Fos y, Warxiny Hatin Miford 1s 
Broke, "Ore Agee Sept 13 at 11.90 was 
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Horses, CHR, Gt Pordand Bopt 14 at 12 Bankruptcy 


Lams ae ® - tl Birkenhead. Book-keeper Sept 13 
at 12 Rec, 38, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Macax, Hon bh Cranes Park, Surbiton Sept 
14 at 11.30 24, Railway app, Bridge 

Maztm, Epwarp, Higham on the Hill, Leicester, ,Thoubing 

Machine Proprietor Sept 18 at 8” Off Reo, 1, Berridge 


Epw. Midsomer a Delavic Somerset, Baker 
Sept 18 at 11.45 Of Res, st, Bristol 
Merzozr, Groner, Old Brood st st Beptid 14 a: i Bankruptcy 
om as, St Helens, ey Hay Dealer Sept 
Off Ree, 35. Victoria st, Li A NI 
Moors, W R Catpwett, my Neen House, Old Broad st, 
Chartered Accountant Sept 13at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


ee Hull, Hosier Sept 


Mippuexnvest, 
at 2.30 


Ooeux, Saran Exizasera, 


1Wati1l Off Rec, Teinity 
Roy, Gzonraz, Sell Birmingham, Coal Merchant 
15 Wat 11 9 og helen gm st, Birmin; nea 
PARKS, - Wesster, Kirkdale, l, Baker 
Sept 13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria a st, Liverpool 
ealdstone, Middlesex, Refreehment 


. Fraxx, W 
Proprietor Sept 13 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford 


, CHARLES, Bo! aoe, r 

eat 11 Of Dente Tone King Edward yo 

Trtis, Opapran king oe ena Norfolk -Bept 16 at 12.30 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich . 


Vas Hoorponck, meer, Boulevard de Clichy, Paris, Tailor 
Sept 18 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Waite, Gronce Harry, Leicester Sept 14at12 Off Rec, 
Leicester 


Wrrrtass, Francis Cuarxes, Fishponds, Bristol, Refresh- 
ment house Keeper Sept 13 at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, 
Baldwin st, Bristol 

Wis0x, Jozy, 35 ~~ ne Sept 15at 3.30 Off Rec, 


29, Tyrrel 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 29: 


Sure, Hetzx Gioesenen, Eton, Bucks, Milliner Sept 7 
at'3 14, Bedford 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AvpaAgz, yg pet Yorks, Bootmaker Bradford 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Bazser, gg Cnn a. , Laundry Manager 
Croydon Pet 2 t 2 
Bownrs, Tuomas 1LLIAM, Merthyr Tydfil, Builder 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug31 Ord y *. 31 
Caspr, Joux, Birmingham, Provision Merchant Birming- 
ham Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 31 
Crosster, Bantruo.tomew, Burnley, Grocer Burnley Pet 
Augi8 Ord Sept 1 
Exus, Epwix, Welshpool, Mon’ »Bhoemaker New- 
town Pet Aug3i Ord Aug 31 
Evaxs, Danret., lais, Brecon, Engine Driver 
eee and Aberavon Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Cuzistoruen, Deane, Bolton, Lancs, Leather Drésser 
Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 31 
Faree, Sanetra Suytu, Straw an Twickenham 
Brentford Pet July 31 Ord Aug 31 
Garrzsom, Acues, Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood, Court Dress- 
maker Court PetAugi2 Ord Sept 2 
Hastzy, Witiiam Bevxswick, Hove, Sussex Brighton 
Pet Augil Ord Aug 21 
———. wy er Hewey, Bolton, Fish Hawker Bolton 
Jzrrezsox, WILiAm, Dartington, Electrical Engineer 
Btockton on Tees Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Jouxs, mt, Taouas, Bw : - cartel 


Marseatt, ‘Seen, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Kingston 


upon Hull Pet Sept i a a 
Epwasp, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, Baker 


ex Canterbury 
Bept 2 
Frepgzicx, aaeel, Cycle Agent Guildford Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug 
Fansanece , a and Davip Grosce Anas, 
Tobacconists Ipswich Pet Sept 2 Ord 


2 
Rzeppawayr, Jous, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
31 Ord A 


Bwansea Pet Aug 


South Petherton, 

‘et Aug 15 Ord Aug 30 

Suiruaz, Waitez Kiser, Wilson st, Finsbury, Printer | 

Court Pet Aug2 Ord Sept 2 | 

Tuomas, Graig Trebanos, nr Pontardawe, Glam, 

Tuomas, T = oat, nod yn ng Ironmonger 
HOM AS, =, 

Birkenhead raed 


Cod saps Norwich Pet 


Veumm Guonse , Beydon, nr Southwold, Farmer 
@t Yarmouth Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

Warr — Hazey, Lewester Pet Aug 31 

bey > sees, Bradford, Painter Bradford Pet Sept 1 


Wiit08, Jous ag and Arruve Snaw pe 
ancy Drapers High Court et 
Aug 9 Bept 1 


Tn, ee at Ou Ww 








Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 10: 


Roperts, Davin Ronatp, Shop Newydd, yen, 
Grocer Chester Pet July 10 Ord Aug ll 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


ton High Court 
Rese 


Vow Biestna, Wattrsr Apotpaus, Bri 
Rec Ord h 24, 1897 


rd March 18, 1997 Adjud 
and Annul Aug 31, 1905 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Souicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxrcrrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s,, 
post-free. SOLIcrToRs’ JOURNAL only, 26s, ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 58. 6d. 




































MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 68, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H M. THE KING. 


The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 







Giaferd. Earl Scarborough. 
nt Pirbright. Baron F. de Rothschild 
Sir Eaward Malet Monaco). | Hon. D. Waring. 

y Harrison, ian J.P. | Sir Phillip Egerton. 
Wilberforce Bryant, He Miss A. de Rothschild. 


A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., & 


Pamphlet No. 829v. 











LARGE PROPERTY OWNER having 

spare time is gy to at once take over, ag o' = 
Repairing Lease, lock of Weekly or other H 

rty which may have become —_o to pas 
with a view to ultimate purchase; any district.—Write 
R. W.., care of Pool’s Advertising Oliices, Fleet-street, E.C. 





AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


s. d. 
Abstracts Copied oe +. O 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts én +» 2 8 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand _e.., 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies 02 folio. 
raft, ¢d. ditto; 


PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; 
Parchment, 1s, 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin, 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, faaacuen, Holborn, E.U. 





NVESTMENT. — Holder of Patents of 
group of valuable Irventions relating to article of 
every-day universal d Requires one or two Persons 
to Form Small Syndicate; no company promoters; highest 
references required and given.— Address, Locks, Box 558, 
Willing’s, 125, Strand, London, W.C. 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 


For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the 
Metropolis and Vicinity. 
IxsTITUTED 1817. 
Supported by Life and oe pa Subscriptions and by 


This Association consists of f Solicitors residing and prac- 
pape J in the Metropolis or within the Bills of Mortality: and 
ite objects are ( others 


To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
ae on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,148, 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum ‘constitutes a 
eater, and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 

le 

Application to be made to the Szonerany, E. Evelyn 
Barron, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds, London, W.C. 





ADY DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, 

4 Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divorce, 

Commercial, &c.; strietintegrity ; moderate fees ; ‘male and 

female assistants.—Miss Eastoy, —, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-stree' 





| IGH STREET, Kensington.—Well-fur- 
nished Bachelor Apartments; moderate terms.— 

3, 8t. Mary Abbot’s-terrace, close to Oakwood-court. 
£300 First Mortgage Debentures in 
Water and Gas Company incorporated by 
special Acts of Parliament, to be Sold to elose_ estate, to 
pay nearly 4] per cent., with three months’ meapase interest. 


—Address ‘I xusTEE, care of J. W. Vickers, 5, Nicholas- 
lane, E.C 


OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
4 on Freeholdsand long Leaseholds.—Apply, Manaces, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 82, Moor gate-street. 











N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
The most in’ instructive, and inexpensive 
form of poe ee in London. a 
Heroes of Lifelike Heroes of 
Port Arthur. Portrait Models of Port Arthur. 
GENERAL NOGI, 
ADMIRAL TO GO, and 
GENERAL STOESSEL. 
MADAME Fe eg he ROUMANIAN BAND. 
The Children’s Gallery, Elect Ne + geen Monster Lucky 


Realistic Tableat™ re 
JACK yy GIANT "KILL R. 
The late Mr. DAN LENO. 


Admission, 1s. Childoen under 12,64, Open 19 til! 10, 





Mi AskaLr ae 8 NEW HOME OF 
MYSTERY, St. George’s Hall, adjoining the Queen’s 
Hall.—THE COMING RACE, founded upon Lord Lytton's 

weird novel, beautiful and sta startling magi weal ¢ effects. My 


E 8.2) Matinees, W: B, 
Brening, ob 89) Mi aed 3.0 by a bella dipian of at 





TE 


{ 





